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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to amendments received 3/10/2008. Claims 1 , 5-9, 
and 11-15 are pending in the application, with claims 1 and 12 currently amended, and 
claims 2-4, 10, and 16-17 now cancelled. 

Specification 

2. Amendments to the specification received 3/1 0/2008 are hereby entered into the 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. In the previous action, claims 1,11,12, and 17 were rejected under 35 USC § 
112, first paragraph as being directed toward subject matter not described in the 
specification. By the above amendment to the specification, such rejection under §1 1 2 
is now moot. The Examiner notes that subject matter entered into the specification is 
substantially identical to that of originally-submitted claimed subject matter. 

The subject matter at hand is directed toward displaying on the OLED display an 
"identity" of a game being available on the gaming machine. The Examiner interprets 
the "identity" of a game to be any indicator to include graphics, text, images, and/or 
colors (or combinations thereof) that correspond to a particular game. In other words, 
the "identity" is the same as those graphics, text, images, and/or colors known in prior 
art gaming machines to be displayed on the game screen, silk screen images, and/or 
top-box art. 



Application/Control Number: 10/752,139 
Art Unit: 3714 



Page 3 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. 2002/0173354 to Winans et al. (hereinafter Winans). 

Regarding claim 1 , Winans teaches a gaming device comprising: a main display 
for displaying a main game to a player (e.g., display monitor 34 in at least paragraphs 
55-58 and fig. 2), the main game granting awards to the player for certain random 
outcomes of the main game (see at least paragraphs 21, 56, and 95), the main display 
being located in a main display area defined by boundaries of the main display (see at 
least fig. 1 ); an electronic display other than the main display, the electronic display 
being an OLED display controlled to display images (e.g., electro-luminescent skin), the 
entire electronic display being located at a position other than over or in the main 
display area (see at least paragraphs 68-71); wherein the OLED display overlies a 
portion of an outer housing of the gaming device (see at least paragraphs 54-61 and 68- 
71). 

Further regarding claim 1 , Winans teaches wherein the OLED display is 
programmed to display a static image of an identity of the main game to the player, the 
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OLED display being programmable to display a different identity of the main game if the 
main game is changed so that no display glass needs to be replaced when 
reprogramming the main game to have a new identity (see at least paragraphs 68-70). 
It is noted that the term "static image" is somewhat confusing in the context of the 
claims as written. As is understood in the art, "static" generally means "constant" or 
"unchanging", yet in the claimed invention, the image is made to change to identify 
different games. The Examiner interprets a "static image" to mean an image that is 
displayed constantly throughout the duration of a respective game. Moreover, the 
OLED display is claimed as being "programmable to display a different identity of the 
main game if the main game is changed so that no display glass needs to be replaced 
when reprogramming the main game to have a new identity." While Winans is deemed 
to anticipate the entire claim, it is noted that the above limitation is an intended use 
limitation. 

Regarding claims 5 and 6, Winans teaches that the main display may be 
electronic or may comprise a plurality of rotatable (mechanical) reels (see at least 
paragraphs 55 and 61). 

Regarding claims 7-9, Winans teaches that the OLED display is any of below, 
above, or along a side of the main display (see at least paragraphs 58-59 and 68-70, 
and fig. 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 10/752,139 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3714 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Winans in view of U.S. 2002/0137217 to Rowe (hereinafter Rowe). 

Regarding claims 11-12, Winans teaches the invention substantially as described 
above, and further teaches that a game may be generated on a host computer and may 
be displayed on a remote terminal or a remote computer (see at least paragraph 61). 
Put another way, a host computer is remote from the gaming device and controls the 
game displayed on the gaming device. Winans lacks in explicitly teaching that the main 
game is remotely programmable. In a related disclosure, Rowe describes a gaming 
system in which gaming machines are remotely configurable by way of network 
connection (see at least paragraph 66). Rowe teaches that game software components 
to be used for configuration may be selected from the group consisting of game system 
components, game paytables, game bonusing, game progressives, game graphics, 
game sounds, game jurisdiction information and game networking components (see at 
least paragraph 15). The teaching of game graphics is particularly pertinent in that it 
suggests game graphics that identify the game. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the teachings of Winans to 
include the capability to remotely configure gaming devices, as described by Rowe, in 
order to reduce the complexity of the information management environment, as 
favorably taught by Rowe (see at least paragraph 13). 
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Each limitation of claims 13-16 is taught by Winans, as described above with 
regard to claims 7-9. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William H. McCulloch whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2818. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/W. H. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
7/31/2008 

/Corbett Coburn/ 
Primary Examiner 
AU 3714 



